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IN

THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

STATE OF IDAHO,

)

NO. 48020-2020

)

Plaintiff-Respondent,

)

V.

)

Bonneville County Case No.

)

CR10-19-7555

)

STANLEY GAGE SCRUGGS,

)

RESPONDENT’S BRIEF

)

Defendant-Appellant.

)
)

Has Stanley Gage Scruggs
it

failed t0

show

that the district court

granted his Idaho Criminal Rule 35 motion because

from four years

to three years

and did not reduce

it

it

abused

its

discretion

When

reduced the ﬁxed portion 0f his sentence

more?

ARGUMENT
Scruggs Has Failed

A.

Show That The

Court Abused
Rule 35 Motion

District

Its

Discretion

When It Granted His

Introduction

After his three-month-old son

was admitted

to the hospital for possible

head

injuries,

Scruggs admitted that he had shaken his son out of frustration While under the inﬂuence of alcohol.

(PSI, pp.3-4.)

According to Scruggs, the infant’s head

hit the

back of a couch while he was being

shaken. (PSI, p.4.)

The

state

charged Scruggs With felony injury t0 child.

(R., pp.55-56.)

Scruggs pled guilty

pursuant to a plea agreement. (R., pp.83-86, 90-91.) The district court ordered the completion of
a domestic Violence evaluation in conjunction With the PSI.

completed prior

t0 sentencing.

(1/9/20 TL, p.4, L.3

imposed a uniﬁed sentence of ten

— p.28,

—

p.5, L.17;

The PSI was

(R., pp.87-88.)

ﬂ alﬂ

PSI.)

The

district court

years, with four years ﬁxed. (R., pp.94-98; 1/9/20 Tr., p.27, L.2

L.4.)

Scruggs timely ﬁled a motion t0 reduce his sentence pursuant t0 I.C.R. 35.
03.) In support of his motion, Scruggs submitted a letter

(R.,

pp.102-

from the Idaho Department of Health

&

Welfare. (R., pp.1 14-17.) The letter indicated that Scruggs’s son was “thriving and doing well”

and that there were “no concerns With his development” as he was

“still

healing well.” (R., p.1 16.)

In relation to that motion, Scruggs pointed out that the domestic Violence evaluation

prepared for sentencing.

(2/20/20 Tr., p.4, Ls.3-24.)

The

evaluation could be completed. (2/20/20 Tr., p.5, Ls.8-14.)

weeks

later.

The

(Conf. Docs., pp.6-1

district court

delayed ruling until an

The evaluation was submitted a few

1.)

granted Scruggs’s Rule 35 motion

of his sentence from four t0 three years ﬁxed.

judgment 0f conviction

district court

had not been

to reﬂect the

by reducing

(R., pp.1 18-19.)

modiﬁed

sentence.

the determinate portion

The court entered an amended

(R., pp.1

1

1-13.)

Scruggs timely

appealed. (R., pp. 120-23 .)

B.

Standard

Of Review

On appeal, “a lower court’s decision to grant or deny a Rule 35 motion Will not be disturbed
in the absence

0f an abuse of discretion.” State

V.

Hanson, 150 Idaho 729, 734, 249 P.3d 1184,

1189

(Ct.

App. 201

1).

Where

a Rule 35 motion, the Court Will only review the
(citing State V.

modiﬁed

the district court has

modiﬁed sentence

criteria

for an abuse

we

used for determining the reasonableness of the original sentence.” State

,

if

it

Li.

consider the entire record and apply the

163 Idaho 5 1 3, 517, 415 P.3d 38 1 385 (Ct. App. 2015) (citation omitted).
“C

of discretion.

McGonigal, 122, Idaho 939, 940-41, 842 P.2d 275, 276-77 (1992)). In conducting

a review “of the grant or denial 0f a Rule 35 motion,

same

the defendant’s sentence pursuant to

V.

Anderson,

A sentence is reasonable

appears necessary t0 accomplish the primary obj ective 0f protecting society and to achieve

any 0r

all

0f the related goals of deterrence, rehabilitation, or retribution.

999

State V. Bailey, 161

Idaho 887, 895-96, 392 P.3d 1228, 1236-37 (2017).

C.

Scruggs Has

On

Shown N0 Abuse Of The

District Court’s Discretion

appeal, Scruggs argues the district court should have further reduced his sentence 0r

placed him on probation in light of the
(Appellant’s brief, pp.3-4.)

0n the part 0f the

new information provided in support of his Rule 35

The appellant bears

motion.

m

the burden of showing a clear abuse 0f discretion

district court in failing to further

reduce a sentence pursuant Rule 35.

Crockett, 146 Idaho 13, 14, 189 P.3d 475, 476 (Ct. App. 2008) (citing State V. Cotton, 100 Idaho

573, 577, 602 P.2d 71, 75 (1979)). Scruggs has failed to carry his burden.

The

district court

did not clearly abuse

its

discretion

when

it

granted Scruggs’s Rule 35

motion and reduced the determinate portion 0f his sentence by one year. The conduct underlying
Scruggs’s conviction justiﬁed the imposition of a period of conﬁnement even in light of the
0r additional information submitted in support of the Rule 35 motion.

When

new

Scruggs’s son was

approximately three months 01d, Scruggs and the child’s mother took him t0 the pediatrician

because he had been proj ectile vomiting for approximately two weeks before suffering an apparent
seizure.

(R., p. 14.)

The

pediatrician

was

particularly concerned

by swelling on top 0f the

child’s

head and recommended he be taken

to the

emergency room immediately.

was transported to the hospital Via ambulance so he could be monitored While in transit.
14.)

The doctors

The

(R., p.14.)

child

(R., pp.

1

3-

believed the child’s injuries were non—accidental and consistent

at the hospital

with Shaken Baby Syndrome. (PSI, p.3.) Scruggs ultimately admitted that he had shaken his baby
out 0f frustration While under the inﬂuence 0f alcohol. (PSI, pp.3-4.)

Due

to the severity

0f his

injuries,

Scruggs’s son was then

ﬂown

Hospital for treatment by a pediatric neurosurgeon. (PSI, p.3 R., p. 1 9.)
;

in his

head

t0 drain excess cerebral

child’s injuries included brain

p.3; State’s EX. 1.)

broken

skull, a fractured ankle,

bleeding around his eye. (R., pp.72-82; PSI, pp.3, 53; 1/9/20
also represented that the child

Primary Children’s

A shunt had t0 be installed

ﬂuid and blood off 0f his brain. (PSI,

damage, a fractured

to

Tr., p.9,

and

The prosecutor

Ls.20-25.)

was missing developmental milestones. (1/9/20

ribs,

The

Tr., p.24,

Ls.22-

23.)

In light of Scruggs’s conduct, the prosecutor argued that neither a period of retained

jurisdiction nor a period of probation

was sufﬁcient

the need for the protection of the society.

agreed.

t0 satisfy the goals

(1/9/20 Tr., p.25, L.20

The court highlighted a portion of the Victim impact

well, that the one person

the child.

It’s

Who

0f sentencing, especially

— p.26,

L.7.)

The

statement: “I thought

should be doing everything to protect the child

is

district court

Ms.

[B.] said

it

the one injuring

very serious and very sad and very traumatic and very disturbing 0n a

lot

of levels.”

(1/9/20 Tr., p.27, Ls.8-12.) Applying the Toohilll factors, the district court imposed a sentence of
ten years, with four years ﬁxed. (1/9/20 Tr., p.27, Ls.2-22.)
In support 0f his Rule 35 motion, Scruggs submitted a letter from the Idaho Department of

Health

1

&

Welfare that indicated his son was “thriving and doing well” and that there were “n0

State V. Toohill, 103 Idaho 565,

650 P.2d 707

(Ct.

4

App. 1982).

concerns with his development.”
positive

news

Although

(R., pp.114-17.)

insofar as Scruggs’s son

sufﬁciently assuage the “very serious,

97

was recovering
CC

new

information provided

despite his severe injuries,

Tr., p.27, Ls.1 1-12.)

from the department, which was dated approximately seven months

indicated that Scruggs’s son

healing”

—

was

albeit “healing well”

“still

it

did not

very traumatic,” and “very disturbing” underlying

conduct that caused the child’s injuries in the ﬁrst place. (1/9/20
letter

this

healing.”

— seven months

(R., p.1 16.)

after

The

Indeed, the

after the incident,

fact that the child

he suffered trauma

at his father’s

was

“still

hand only

underscores the egregious nature 0f Scruggs’s conduct, Which served as the basis for the imposition

of term of imprisonment, and reinforces the reasonableness 0f a three-year ﬁxed period of

conﬁnement.
Moreover, the

district court ultimately

granted the Rule 35 motion.

Scruggs never

requested a speciﬁc reduction before the district court. (R., pp.102-O3; 2/20/20 TL, p.4, L.3 — p.6,
L.19.) His motion simply requested the court to “reconsider and reduce the sentence/disposition

previously imposed” generally.
court abused

its

discretion

pp.3-4.)

Because Scruggs

failed to

show 0n appeal

reduce his sentence.

(R., p.102.)

by not reducing
failed to

make

Nevertheless, on appeal he argues that the district

his sentence further than

it

did.

(Appellant’s brief,

a speciﬁc recommendation for reduction below, he has

that the district court clearly

abused

its

discretion

by

failing t0 further

CONCLUSION
The

state respectfully requests this

Court to afﬁrm the amended judgment 0f the

district

court.

DATED this

17th day of December, 2020.

/s/

Justin R. Porter

JUSTIN R. PORTER
Deputy Attorney General
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